MOHAMMED   AND    CHARLEMAGNE
of goods diminished, the kings made donations of it to the abbeys
and the grandi.
Some writers have attempted to prove the existence of an impost
under the Carolingians. As a matter of fact, there was a custom of
annual "gifts" in the Germanic portion of the Empire, And, further,
the kings decreed collections and levies of silver at the time of
the Norman invasions. But these were expedients which were not
continued. In reality, it must be repeated, the basis of the king's
financial power was his domain, his fisc, if you will. To this, at
least, in the case of Charlemagne, we must add the booty taken
in time of war. The ordinary basis of the royal power was purely
rural. This was why the mayors of the palace confiscated so many
ecclesiastical estates. The king was, and had to remain, if he was
to maintain his power, the greatest landowner in the kingdom.
No more surveys of lands, no more registers of taxes, no more
financial functionaries; hence no more archives, no more offices,
no more accounts. The kings no longer had any finances; this, it
will be realized, was something new. The Merovingian king
bought or paid men with gold; the Carolingian king had to give
them fragments of his domain. This was a serious cause of weak-
ness, which was offset by booty as long as the country was at war
under Charlemagne, but soon after his reign the consequences
made themselves felt. And here, let it be repeated, there was a
definite break with the financial tradition of the Romans.
To this first essential difference between the Merovingians and
the Carolingians another must be added. The new king, as we
have seen, was king by the grace of God. The rite of consecration,
introduced under Pippin, made him in some sort a sacerdotal
personage.1 The Merovingian was in every sense a secular king,
The Carolingian was crowned only by the intervention of the
Church, and the king, by virtue of his consecration, entered into
the Church. He had now a religious ideal, and there were limits
to his power—the limits imposed by Christian morality. We see
1 There was no unction in Pyzantium at this period. m. block, Les roi$
r thaumaturges, 1924, p. 65.
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